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[In these minutes:  Authors’ Rights] 
 
[These minutes reflect discussion and debate at a meeting of a committee of the 
University of Minnesota Senate; none of the comments, conclusions or actions reported 
in these minutes represent the views of, nor are they binding on, the Senate, the 
Administration or the Board of Regents.] 
 
PRESENT:  John H. Anderson, chair, Jonathan Binks, Wendy Lougee, Bill Sozansky, C. 
Barry Carter, Jay Hatch, Nora Paul, Danielle Tisinger, David Zopfi-Jordan 
  
REGRETS: LeAnn Dean, Suzanne Thorpe, Owen Williams, David R. Brown, Anatoly 
Liberman, Susan Wick, Shruti Patil, Jessica Reinitz 
 
 
ABSENT:  Otto Strack, Kate Lohse 
 
OTHERS:  Chris Meyer and Karen Williams 
  
GUESTS:  Professor John Logie, Rhetoric and Professor Gary Balas, Aerospace 
Engineering/Mechanics 
 
I).  Professor Anderson called the meeting to order. 
 
II).  Members unanimously approved the February 7, 2007 and March 7, 2007 minutes. 
 
III).  Professor Anderson stated that the first item on the agenda is a continued discussion 
of authors’ rights.  At the conclusion of the last meeting a motion, with a second, was 
made to endorse the CIC Provosts’ Statement on Publishing Agreements, however, it was 
tabled because some members expressed the desire for further information or time to 
reflect on the discussion before voting. 
 
Professor Anderson proposed that the committee consider strongly endorsing the 
concepts outlined in this statement and to promote both the draft statement and 
Addendum to Publication Agreements For CIC Authors. 
 
Wendy Lougee acknowledged that members were given a significant amount of 
information pertaining to authors’ rights over the past couple meetings, but wanted to 
emphasize two key aspects: 

1. Authors have publishing options; both in terms of the venue they publish in and in 
terms of what rights they give away or retain. 

2. Authors’ choices in dealing with their intellectual property rights have 
consequences. 



The core focus of the CIC Provosts’ Statement on Publishing Agreements is to simply to 
have authors understand they have choices, and weigh the outcomes of the publishing 
choices made. 
 
Ms. Lougee introduced today’s guests, Professor Gary Balas and Professor John Logie, 
who were invited to share their experiences and thoughts on authors’ rights.  Professor 
Balas introduced himself and briefly provided the committee with information on his 
background.  He noted becoming increasingly aware of copyright issues after taking over 
as head of his department and wanting to revamp the department’s website by putting all 
its faculty publications online.  Professor Balas consulted an online service that outlines 
copyright policies of various journals and learned that the American Institute of 
Aeronautics and Astronautics (AIAA) had a very restrictive copyright policy.  By 
contrast, a competitor to the AIAA, the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers 
(IEEE) had a much more author-friendly policy, which allowed authors to self archive 
their articles and post it on a personal website, among other things. 
 
Professor Balas decided to request the AIAA to change their copyright policy.  With 
assistance from Wendy Lougee, who crafted a letter of support from the Libraries, 
Professor Balas drafted a letter advocating for the AIAA to consider a more author-
friendly copyright policy.  Initially, he received a negative response from the AIAA, but 
after contacting others within his department and select members of the AIAA board, the 
AIAA decided to modify its copyright policy to be more in line with the IEEE. 
 
Professor Balas stated that the process was not as arduous as he first expected, and, in 
fact, it was gratifying to know that a small voice could make a change.  In Professor 
Balas’ opinion, the change to the AIAA’s copyright policy benefits both authors as well 
as the society because it makes more people aware of the society’s journals.  Professor 
Balas is very supportive of authors taking more ownership of their work and is glad he 
went through this process. 
 
Next, Professor John Logie (Rhetoric), chair of the Intellectual Properties Committee of 
the Conference on College Composition and Communication, the largest organization of 
teachers of writing, rhetoric and composition in the United States, introduced himself.  
His involvement in the intellectual property caucus of this organization dates back to 
when he was a graduate student. 
 
Professor Logie noted his support of the CIC Provosts’ Statement on Publishing 
Agreements.  In part, this is because it is an incremental step toward the types of policies 
that will be necessary if authors will effectively circulate scholarship in the 21st century.  
Copyright, long ago, was optimized for the purposes of circulating print text, and turning 
intellectual work into a work that could be easily bought and sold and brought to market. 
Professor Logie shared his own experience in publishing a monograph with a publisher 
using a Creative Commons license.  The monograph is available online for free and in 
print at a modest cost.  A similar volume published by a major commercial publisher has 
a cost nearly 4 times the price. 
 



In considering the CIC Provosts’ Statement, Professor Logie believes the University of 
Minnesota is weighing the question of whether it wants to be in the forefront of the 
movement towards encouraging authors to retain their intellectual property rights.  
Professor Logie asked members to think about what they can do to make sure the 
intellectual output of scholars will reach the broadest possible audience and thus serve the 
broadest range of people. 
 
A committee member noted that open access journal publishers often charge authors a fee 
to cover the cost of publishing their paper.  Professor Logie stated that there are real costs 
associated with publishing in an open access journal.  However, it seems backwards to 
him for an author to pay for the privilege of mass distributing his/her own work.  Of 
concern to Professor Logie is the aggregation of numerous different systems created by 
leading journal publishers that place authors’ works in silos, each searchable by their own 
proprietary search engines (self-managed ‘open access systems’.)  In the past there was 
an exclusivity embedded into the physicality of a published work, but that is no longer 
the case in the 21st century.  Instead, it only makes sense for 21st century publishers to sell 
a work for a window of time. 
 
A committee member asked what the timeframe is for open access publication of articles 
funded by the NIH.  Ms. Lougee stated that the NIH recommends a scholar put a copy in 
an open access archive within 12 months after publication.  Publishers still retain the 
window of immediate availability, and this is what people pay for.  Professor Anderson 
added that NIH further recommends that authors place their work in PubMed Central. 
 
A member stated her feeling comfortable about approaching restrictive publishers and 
telling them that their copyright models are no longer workable, and that she is not served 
well by their models. 
 
Ms. Lougee stated that open access journals have tried to develop workable economic 
models, but, to date, have not been particularly successful.  Different publishers are 
adopting different models.  It is unclear at this time, which model works best for a given 
discipline.  Professor Logie added that if the resistance to endorsing the CIC Provosts’ 
Statement is grounded in part by a sense that the statement will do damage to scholarly 
publishing, then it is important to remember, at least with respect to monographs, this is a 
thoroughly optimized technology. 
 
A committee member noted that the CIC statement seems very moderate and thoughtful.  
It is simply asking faculty to think through their publishing options.  In terms of how the 
statement will impact junior faculty, the statement does not tell them that their number 
one priority should be to publish in journals with the widest possible dissemination.  To 
do so would be very inconsistent with the message coming out of the revamping of the 
tenure and promotion process, which states that faculty should be seeking to publish in 
high impact journals.  Professor Logie agreed with these comments and stated that the 
document gives publishing suggestions but does not impose required actions. 
 



A member voiced concern over the second sentence in the document, “It is incumbent 
upon faculty, campus administrators and librarians to ensure the free flow of scholarly 
information in fulfillment of our campus missions to advance the public good through 
research and education.”  ‘Free flow’ suggests there should be no costs associated with 
publishing and this is the portion of the statement that appears to be misleading and/or 
dishonest.  Several other members did not interpret ‘free flow’ as being free in a 
monetary sense. 
 
A member stated taking a conservative position with regard to this statement at the last 
meeting, but now, having had time to digest it and think about its implications, feels 
comfortable endorsing it. 
 
Professor Anderson asked for members’ comments on the Addendum to Publication 
Agreements For CIC Authors.  Ms. Lougee noted that this document is simply a template 
and should be viewed as one of several available templates that could be used (for 
example, the Association of Research Libraries provides sample templates). 
 
What factors determine the time period it takes for publishers to recover their costs, e.g. 6 
months or 12 months or some other period?  Ms. Lougee stated this period can be tied to 
an economic model or it can be tied to a psychological model in terms of how long 
publishers think their market for a particular journal will last.  While publishers struggle 
to arrive at a breakeven point when it comes to exclusive rights to an article, it is just not 
that simple.  A committee member noted that endorsing this statement is not implying 
that publishers should not continue to make money stated a member. 
 
Ms. Lougee will check whether Elsevier made a statement this past summer to move 
toward allowing authors to put a copy of their work on a website as long as it was not the 
final published version. 
 
Professor Anderson asked if members would like to amend the motion on the floor from 
the last meeting to indicate that the committee strongly endorses the concepts and the 
text of the CIC statement.  A friendly amendment was made and accepted to reflect that 
the committee strongly endorses the concepts and the text of the CIC Provosts’ Statement 
on Publishing Agreements.  Because a quorum was not present, an electronic vote would 
be conducted on this motion.  It was noted that this committee’s statement would be 
brought before other Senate committee’s to garner their support as well. 
 
Professor Anderson pointed out on the addendum that this template omits any 
requirement of attribution to the publisher and author. 
 
Ms. Lougee noted that once the group working on copyright policy finishes its Regents 
policy, it plans to focus its attention on more procedural matters in terms of what the 
campus should be doing to support copyright policy and practices.  It is likely the group 
will recommend stronger education programs and services to help authors understand 
their choices. 
 



Professor Anderson thanked Professor Logie for his participation in today’s meeting. 
 
IV).  In light of time, the remaining two agenda items were held over until the 
committee’s May meeting. Professor Anderson requested that if members have items for 
the May agenda to forward them to Renee Dempsey, Senate staff.  Hearing no further 
business, Professor Anderson adjourned the meeting. 
 
        Renee Dempsey 
        University Senate 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


